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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 31 December 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) [3 Claim(s) 1-13 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-13 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 
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Application Papers 
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10)^ The drawing(s) filed on 31 December 2003 is/are: a)D accepted or b)S objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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Attachment(s) 

1) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) O Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) Q Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) O Notice of Informal Patent Application 

6) □ Other: _. 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20060831 



Application/Control Number: 10/748,852 Page 2 

Art Unit: 3635 

DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the reversible molding 
of claim 9, herein the molding includes both a quarter round face and a base show face 
must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be 
entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief d_escriptionof the severaLviews of the_drawings_for ._ . 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Application/Control Number: 10/748,852 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3635 

Specification 

2. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: description of how one molding can have both a quarter 
round face and base shoe face if the base shoe face has a higher profile height than 
profile width. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 13 is objected to because of the following informalities: line 2 includes an 
unnecessary semi-colon between "laminate ceiling panel" and "in combination with". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5 2 Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S,C._1.12,.first paragraphias failing to comply with 

the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
While the specification defines what a quarter round face and a base shoe face, the 
specification does not disclose how a molding can have both a quarter round face and a 
base shoe face at the same time. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1 , 6, 7 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Ford (UK Patent GB 2096665A). 

a. Regarding claim 1 , Ford discloses a cove molding (5) that can be used to 
create different finishes by simply inverting the molding (abstract). 

b. Regarding claim 6, the cove molding (5) has two decorative faces that 
differ from each other in shape; one is used to form a convex curved junction and 
the other is used to form a concave curved junction (page 1 , lines 41-44; Figs. 1- 
4). 

c. Regarding claim 7, the cove molding (5) is a wall base molding (Figs. 1-4). 

d. Regarding claim 10, the cove molding (5) is used in conjunction with a 
floor (F) and a wall (W). 

8. Claims 1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 10 and 12 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by WoodFloorsOnline.com. 

a. Regarding claim 1 and 6, molding discloses has two different face shapes. 

b. Regarding claim 2, the molding is a wood product. 

c. Regarding claim 3, the molding is finished by coating. 

d. Regarding claim 8, the molding is a quarter round molding. 
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e. Regarding claim 10, the molding is used in combination with a floor and 
wall. 

f. Regarding claim 1 2, the floor may be a laminate floor. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 0. Claims 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 1 1 , 1 2 and 1 3 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ford (UK Patent GB 2096665A). 

a. Regarding claim 2, Ford discloses the claimed invention except for the 
reversible molding (5) being made of a wood product consisting of particle board, MDF, 
HDR or veneered lumber. It would have been a matter of obvious design choice to form 
the reversible molding out of a wood_product, since it has been held .to.be within the - 
general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material on the basis of its suitability 
for the intended use as a matter of obvious design choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. 

b. Regarding claims 3 and 5, Ford discloses the claimed invention except for 
the decorative face being made of foil, laminate, veneer, paint, stain or a clear 
protective material. It would have been a matter of obvious design choice to form the 
reversible molding out of foil, laminate, veneer, paint, stain or a clear protective material, 
since it has been held to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to select a 
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known material on the basis of its suitability for the intended use as a matter of obvious 
design choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. 

c. Regarding claim 4, Ford discloses the claimed invention except for the 
decorative face being made of a printed decor paper with an overlay of a-cellulose. It 
would have been a matter of obvious design choice to form the reversible molding out of 
printed decor paper with an overlay of a-cellulose, since it has been held to be within 
the general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material on the basis of its 
suitability for the intended use as a matter of obvious design choice. In re Leshin, 125 
USPQ 416. 

d. Ford discloses the claimed invention expect for being very short in height 
so as to define a base shoe. It would have been a matter of obvious design choice to 
make the structure smaller, as such a modification would have involved a mere change 
in size of a component. A change in size is generally recognized as being within the 
level of ordinary skill in the art. In re Rose, 105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 1955). 

e. Regarding claims 11 and 13, it has been held that a recitation with.respect 

to the manner in which a claimed apparatus is intended to be employed does not 
differentiate the claimed apparatus from a prior art apparatus satisfying the claimed 
structural limitations. Ex parte Masham, 2 USPQ F2d 1647 (1987). It need only be 

shown that the structure is capable of being employed as stated. In this case, the 
molding is clearly capable of being used in combination with a ceiling and wall. 
Furthermore, typical walls are typical made with laminate wall panels, such as gypsum. 
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Conclusion 



1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Elizabeth A. Rummer whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2246. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 8:30- 
5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Naoko Slack can be reached on (571 ) 272-6848. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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